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Introduction
During the summer of 1967, and in September and October of 1969, the Witte Memorial Museum, under the direction of Mardith K. Schuetz, conducted two archaeological excavations at Mission San Juan Capistrano (Schuetz 1968 (Schuetz , 1974 . The 1967 excavations centered on a number of rooms along the northwest wall and along the southwest corner of the mission, the Old Church (unfinished church), and Room 17, the finished church (Schuetz 1968 : Figure  1 ). In 1969 excavation efforts focused on the finished church (Room 17; Schuetz 1974: Figure 8 ).
In addition to the recovery of colonial artifacts, one goal of these excavations was the recovery of Coahuiltecan Indian burials (Schuetz 1968:201) . According to published reports, the 1967 excavations uncovered a total of 53 individuals, not including approximately 10 infants from two mixed burials and two boxes of fragmentary miscellaneous materials (1968:116) . The 1969 work uncovered 92 individuals, including the mixed skeletal material and that recovered from recognizable graves (Schuetz 1974:31) .
Since their excavation, the human remains recovered during these two excavations have been curated at the Center for Archaeological Research (CAR), The University of Texas at San Antonio (UTSA). A number of studies have been conducted on this skeletal population in the intervening years, including Baker (in press), Cargill 1997 , Francis 1999 , Humphreys 1971 , and Miller 1989 , 1994 .
Return of Human Remains and Associated Artifacts
In recent years, due in part to increased sensitivity by archaeologists, new federal legislation (Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act; NAGPRA), and the current political climate, the reburial of human remains uncovered during archaeological excavations has become a common practice. In this spirit, and at the request of the 
Accounting for Discrepancies in the Number of Individuals
Due to the discrepancy in the number of individuals reported by Schuetz (1968 Schuetz ( , 1974 and the counts identified by CAR, a brief discussion of the methodological issues related to the determination of minimum numbers of individuals (MNI) from skeletal remains is presented below. The discussion demonstrates the difficulty in determining the number of individuals from complex burial contexts such as those that characterize the Mission San Juan Capistrano remains.
Typically, anthropologists determine how many individuals are recovered from a site by sorting the recovered bones by differences in size, stage of development, shape, color, degree of preservation, and burial provenience. The minimum number of individuals (MNI) represented by the remains is determined by counting the maximum number of left and right elements (excluding ribs) that are present for each paired bone. For example, if an excavation produces five left tibiae, three right tibiae, and two left femora, the MNI would be five. The left tibiae are the most represented element of a given side. As straightforward as this may seem, it is complicated by two factors: commingling (mixing) and fragmentation.
For example, if the above five left tibiae were complete: shape, size and stage of development would allow demographic differences to be determined (i.e., two adult males, a young female and two young teenagers). If however, the remains were recovered in close proximity to each other and were commingled and fragmented during excavation or by a historic period intrusion, the MNI could change. For example, if in the previous example the larger adult male elements were represented by an upper 1/3, and a section of mid-shaft; and the smaller elements were represented by lower 1/3, middle 1/3, and upper 1/3, given lack of differences in color, the MNI could be three, since the only differences between the elements would be size and stage of development.
Another inventory technique is to count each bone individually or in groups by recovery context (e.g., burial pit, casket), without attempting to determine the MNI. This technique is used when burials are highly mixed and fragmented, and individuals cannot be sorted out.
It cannot be emphasized enough that both of these techniques are based on somewhat subjective criteria, and two anthropologists can reach different conclusions examining the same series of remains.
Any attempt to determine the MNI in the field while the remains are being excavated would present discrepancies in future inventories. Several factors complicate MNI counts in the field. For example, any burial pit may have numerous individuals present, and settling from soil movement, ground water, or historic intrusion may cause the remains to become disassociated and mixed, in which case only a trained osteologist observing the remains in situ, should sort out individuals. In addition, elements that are buried in soil cannot be sorted by color differences and fragments may not be readily observed. Remains that are so disintegrated they are visible in a pit only as a shadow (stained soil), present yet another problem. The archaeologist may count this individual in the field, but following recovery, there may be nothing for the osteologist to inventory in the lab.
Inventory and analysis of the San Juan collection was carried out by a team of anthropologists from the Smithsonian Institution and a graduate student from The University of Texas at San Antonio, employed at the Center for Archaeological Research. The analysis was conducted at CAR facilities. During the analysis, each team member worked with a single burial curation box at a time and used a combination of both inventory techniques. Using the skeletal elements from a specific curation box, discrete individuals were assembled to as near complete as possible. Elements that did not match the complete individual(s) within a burial were set aside. Whenever possible, these unmatched elements were assigned to another individual, if based on the provenience, the burials were contiguous and it could be assumed that commingling took place during a historic period intrusion into the grave. If the elements could not be assigned to an individual, they were inventoried and set aside as an incomplete individual. Unassigned elements were inventoried on a bone-by-bone basis and returned to their original box. In this analysis, these elements were not counted in the MNI, that is, the MNI reflects only individuals that had nearly complete sets of skeletal elements. Individual skeletal elements that could not be combined with others into more complete groupings representing the remains of a human remained unassigned and uncounted.
As previously mentioned, determining the number of discrete individuals present in a collection is not simply a matter of assembling complete bones from isolated burials. Numerous mitigating circumstances preclude this. These inventory techniques are used so that demography and health may be accurately assessed to further our understanding of historic populations.
Excavation of the Reburial Pits
On The Old Church (Room 26), located at the southeast end of the mission compound, was designated as the place of reburial (Figure 1 ). Two locations, one at the western end and one in the center of the structure, were chosen for re-excavation. With the exception of two-foot-wide benches along the eastern and southern margins of the two locations, Schuetz had previously excavated both areas to a depth of 7.8 feet (2.4 m) below grade (1968: Figure 24 ).
Figure 1. Plan view of Mission San Juan Capistrano and the location of the Old Church (unfinished church; Room 26).
Utilizing the Schuetz report (1968: Figure 24 ), CAR personnel proceeded to relocate the previously excavated areas. In the process, it was discovered that the graphic scale showing the extent of Schuetzs excavations in Room 26 (Schuetz 1968 : Figure 24 ) was flawed. However, utilizing extant architectural features (two buttresses in the north wall of the church), and aided by Anne Fox, who participated in the 1967 excavations, two areas (Area 1 and Area 2; Figure 2 ) were outlined for re-excavation. Area 1 is located in the vicinity of the doorway and measures 13 x 13 feet. Its northwest corner was left unexcavated to allow easy traffic through adjacent doorways. Area 2, located near the center of the church, measures 10 x 13 feet.
To minimize the disturbance to previously unexcavated materials four-foot-wide balks were left unexcavated along the west and south sides of Area 1 and along the south side of Area 2. In addition, the reburial areas were positioned one foot south of the north wall of the church. This ensured that the structural integrity of the north wall would not be compromised. Finally, it was decided that the two areas would only be excavated to a depth of four feet below existing grade.
Excavation commenced at Area 2, which was excavated to about three feet below grade by the end of the day. Mark Denton, Anne Fox, and José Zapata remained on-site and monitored the work-in-progress. Excavation of Areas 1 and 2 continued on Tuesday, November 23, as did the monitoring activities of Denton, Fox, and Zapata. All of Area 2 was hand-excavated, while most of Area 1 was machine-excavated. By the end of the day, both areas had been excavated to four feet below existing grade (Figure 3 ).
The backdirt was not screened and was either piled near both excavated areas or relocated within 50 feet to the west and south of the work area. Two small clusters of isolated human bone fragments were located within a 5 x 5-foot area at the southwest corner of Area 2. The first group was located about 24 inches below surface and the second group was found about 32 inches below surface. Similar clusters of bone fragments were also located in Area 1, between 36 inches and 48 inches below surface. These small pockets of human remains were located within the northwest quadrant of Area 1. In both areas, the bones were returned to their approximate provenience, and these areas were then left undisturbed.
The reburial of the human remains and associated artifacts occurred on November 27, 1999. Present at the reburial ceremony were representatives of the Archdiocese of San Antonio, the National Park Service, the American Indians of Texas at the Spanish Colonial Missions, a member of CAR, and members of the press and public.
Following the reburial ceremony, the burial areas were capped with tabular limestone. This strategy allows for ease of access to these areas, if this were to be necessary in the future. 
